It is often a sobering experience to become aware of the insights of our scientific predecessors. The language sciences in particular are not endowed with remarkable long term memory, as I repeatedly showed in my A History of Psycholinguistics [1] . The aim of this short note is to awaken some 'sleeping beauties' [2] in theorizing about language evolution. Many of the core issues addressed in this special issue have, often hotly, been debated since Enlightenment called into question the dominant belief that God had created us with our languages a few thousand years ago.
I have selected four such issues from a much larger set: Firstly, Is language natural to man or just an invention? Secondly, Is language a specific ability? Thirdly, Has the evolution of language been a gradual process or a sudden evolutionary twist? Lastly, Is the evolution of language based on the child's 'language instinct'? These four issues are not independent, but working out their relations is beyond the scope of this note.
Is language natural to man or just an invention?
The Scottish lawyer, philosopher and linguist James Burnett, alias Lord Monboddo, raised the issue 'Is articulation natural to man?' in his 6-volume The Origin and Progress of Language (1773-1792) [3] , that is, is it natural for man to speak? His answer was a resounding 'no' -'Articulation is altogether the work of art'. First, 'of all savages [i.e. feral children/people] which have been caught in different parts of Europe, not one had the use of speech, though they had all organs of pronunciation such as we have them'. Second, 'not only solitary savages, but a whole nation, if I may call them so, have been found without the use of speech'. This special people, described by naturalist Buffon [4] , are 'the Orang Outangs, that are found in the kingdom of Angola', see Figure 1 . They are human, 'walking erect', 'use sticks for weapons', 'live in a society', 'make huts', etc., but 'they have not advanced so far as to invent language'. Twenty years earlier, JeanJacques Rousseau had already argued that our primordial ancestors had no language 'because for people who lack any mutual relationship, nor had any need for it, one can neither conceive the necessity of such an invention, nor its possibility ' [5] .
Johann Gottfried Herder gave short shrift to such musings. In his preface to the 1784 German translation of Monboddo's treatise, he politely but strongly rejected Monboddo's claim that there are peoples without language. Orang Utangs are not people but apes. Here Herder refers to the work of the great Dutch comparative anatomist Peter Camper, who showed that the Orang's vocal tract differs from the human organ and is unfit to produce speech [6], foreshadowing Lieberman et al. [7] .
Herder had earlier written in his prize-winning essay [8] : 'the genesis of language is an inner pressure much like an embryo's pressure for birth at the moment of gestation'. 'Without language', he wrote, 'man has no mind [Vernunft] and without mind no language'. That 'language is natural to man' remained the dominant view in the literature. Wolfgang von Kempelen, the greatest speech scientist of his era, discussed the origins of language in his wonderful 1791 book on the mechanisms of speech [9] . He had visited l'Abbé de l'Epé e in Paris, who had founded the first Institute for the Deaf. There he had observed that this community had invented a language 'brought to the same level of completeness as our normal spoken language'. Languages, whether 
